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1. ldentifying a lead supervisory authority: the key concepts.
1. EEBEHBEORE  EEMS

1.1 “Cross-border processing of personal data’.

11 TEAT—% OBERHE

Identifying a lead supervisory authority is only relevant where a controller or processor is carrying out
the cross-border processing of personal data. Article 4(23) of the General Data Protection Regulation
(GDPR) defines ‘cross-borderprocessing’ as eitherthe:

FEE#HBEAOREIL, EEHE UILHEE N EANT — Z OB 217> TV L5820
HMEL 12D, —T — 2R (GDPR) % 4 & (Q)1%. MBI IZ2W T, LAF
DWTHNCHEET LD L LTERLTND

- processing of personal data which takes place in the context of the activities of
establishments in more than one Member State of a controller or processor in the Union
where the controller or processor isestablished in more than one Member State; or the

- BHE X TP DI DNIRE 12 5 TS5 5 EU B DB PEZE X (T
PR D BN F517 5 AT D 15BN BIE L TITPI SN T — 5 DRI ;
BeEs

- processing of personal data which takes place in the context of the activities ofa single
establishment of a controller or processor in the Union but which substantially affectsor
is likely to substantially affect data subjectsin more than one Member State.

- BU BAIC 5517 3 EPEE R |3 SBEZ D BH— T TONFENZ BT L TT7oi & etk
WTH S, HEENBED T — 5 FRIZEEBH) R kI T K I1TZEE RIFT
] BETE D315 U MAN 7 — 5 D Rl

This means that where an organisation has establishments in France and Romania, for example, and
the processing of personal data takes place in the context of their activities, then this will constitute
cross-border processing.

I LRI T T ARG L~ =T ICHLEERAE L TEY  HAT—Z OB
WA Z AL D O OTEENCEIE L TIThN 7235810 . Y B OW A BESERR e 75 2 &
=N S A

Alternatively, the organisation may only carry out processing activity in the context of its
establishment in France. However, if the activity substantially affects — or is likely to substantially

affect - datasubjects in France and Romania then this will also constitute crossborder processing.



B DR, YA T T A MR OTEB THRAE LT — 2 OB Bfh> T L35, L
ML, BAEED, 77 A EN—v=TICBT LT —F ERICFEEN R XIEFT, X
TRER R KT T AR m WSS, 2 R & 22D,

1.1.1 ‘Substantially affects’.
111 TREMNLEEZRIET]

The GDPR does not define ‘substantially’ or ‘affects’. The intention ofthe wording was to ensure that
not all processing activity, with any effect and that takes place within the context of a single
establishment, falls within the definition of ‘cross-borderprocessing’.

GDPR (%, IEERZR] R HELZRIFT) LW LEEMMITERL THRY, Z0X)
BRXEEMNDZ LT, B—DRRTITON T 5 D58 2 FF O BARIE B O 4 TH TR
BB OFFBICETEIEDLZ LIFRVE S ICL TS,

The most relevant ordinary English meanings of ‘substantial’ include; ‘of ample or considerable
amount or size; sizeable, fairly large’, or ‘having solid worth or value, of real significance; solid;
weighty, important’ (Oxford English Dictionary).

—RH R BEEICRT D THREMR] OBEWT, AR bEECH L bOITIE, o7,
AT 0 ORIV A X ZFio s HEICKRE W, 2 REVW, T TR & U7 AlifiE
XITEFT B0 H 5, BRI BEIEZ RO ; fEn/e  ERe, BER) By 7 A7 4—FK
REEREIL) NEEND,

The most relevant meaning of the verb ‘affect’ is ‘to influence’ or ‘to make a material impression on’.
Therelated noun -‘effect’- means, amongst otherthings, ‘aresult’ or ‘a consequence’ (Oxford English
Dictionary). This suggests thatfor data processing to affect someone it must have some form of impact
on them. Processing that does not have a substantial effect on individuals does not fall within the
second part of the definition of ‘cross-border processing’. However, it would fall within the first part
of the definition where the processing of personal data takes place in the context of the activities of
establishments in more than one Member State of a controller or processor in the Union, where the
controller or processoris established in more than one Member State.

(B A2 RET) LWOBFEOERT, AMERHEEDH D DX, [hEKIFT) XE

BARR 7RISR %2557 Tl 5, B L7z 4 [5228 (effect) | 1X, & 0 1T, THER (resul)
ik TIRAE (consequence) | (4w 7 A7 4 — RPEEREM) 2B+ 5, o2 Lid, 7—4
BUAR W DSFE B Z RITTICE, AN LTHLIEDA VX7 Va5 X DUERH D Z
& ERIER L TWD, fEAIS) L TEENRZE L KT S R0 EIRBE, TESERdR ) o 2
DOHOERITIFTFZSE L, Lol BEE SOIUEEMEER O BU MR EICLS 2 A L,



EUIZ 1T % & BLE ST AVBRE OB S O INEENZ 31T DHLE OTEE) CRE N T — & OEER N
RAELE7Zr—RIBWTE, YT — WL 1D HOERIZE YT D,

Processing can be brought within the second part of the definition if there is the likelihood of a
substantial effect, notjust an actual substantial effect. Note that ‘likely to’ does not mean that there is
a remote possibility of a substantial effect. The substantial effect must be more likely than not. On the
other hand, it also means that individuals do not have to be actually affected: the likelihood of a

>

substantial effect is sufficient to bring the processing within the definition of ‘cross -border processing’.
b D BB ERRICEENREEEZ XTI R TS, FENREEL KT mTrEt
(likelihood) 2% &uiE, MEZBIRVNEI 2 O HDOERICE TLED 55, T I THEEISLER
DIE, TAEEMEA SV (likely to) T, SEEMREEZ KITTAIREMENIZ E A LR WA
TEERVWRTHD, FENREEZ KT T RN KIES RVt L) bmRidh
(T2 B 7220, 7 T Z AT EADREBRISHEZ T DBENRNE N D T EBERT D,
FHEM 28 L3RS HAuT, BlniE TESEEREHR ) (%4 L) 2D TH D,

The fact that a data processing operation may involve the processing of a number — even a large
number — of individuals’ personaldata, in a number of Member States, does not necessarily mean that
the processing has, oris likely to have, a substantial effect. Processing that does not have a substantial
effect does not constitute cross-border processing forthe purposes ofthe second part ofthe definition,
regardless of how many individuals it affects.

T — 2 WMPIEE D, B < OMPEICBT 28Z< O, HGEICL > TUIEDLDTEHD,
ANx DRNT =2 DB E Gieh b LILRNEW 5 TR IT, SREHR WA EE N 252
ZRAET T RIEFT AR mNZ 20T LHER LW, 282 KFT AL S
T EENREEE KT S OB OE, BETEER O 20 B OERITITIEY L 2RV,

Supervisory Authorities will interpret ‘substantially affects’ on a case by case basis. We will take into
account the context of the processing, the type of data, the purpose ofthe processing and factors such
as whether the processing:

EEHBIL, TRENRZEZRTT) LWV IXLEITHOWT, F—ANS F— X THIRE1T
9o ZITTIR BBV OINR, T —# O, BV O HB), KOLLTO &9 RER N EE
b

O causes, oris likely to cause,damage, loss or distress to individuals;
O HRZIR WA, ISR LTHE, BAIEREZ b7, UEb 763 rlEelk:
DRI E DI

O has,oris likely tohave,an actualeffect in terms of limiting rights or denying an opportunity;



LRI DA MR ORI BRSUIHES OERE L W I BLRIZB W T, EERISRET 5,

AT BT D AR m NI E 5 Dy

O affects, oris likely to affect individuals’ health, well-being or peace of mind;

O HRZHA S, EA DS, BRI L BT 2 KAF T, TR 5 et
RN E DD

O affects, oris likely to affect individuals’ financial or economic status or circumstances;

O {8 A 0D 4B SEH ST B PO MU SU IR DU B 2 AT, AT 5 arREMED &
E D

O leaves individuals open to discrimination or unfair treatment;

AN, BN Z ZZR] SUIARY R B S 53 Z L2200 E 5D

O involves the analysis ofthe special categories of personal or other intrusive data, particularly
the personaldata of children;

O YEBNA, Rl R OMAN T — & UFTZ DD B AT fiANT — 5 (FflI
T EBMBMAT—4) OHHTEELNnE D)

O causes, oris likely to cause individuals to change their behaviourin a significant way;

O YRZHURAS, EADITENCK L TEFE R (b2 b7 63, NIE L L LE b
O ATRRPED BN E D D

O has unlikely, unanticipated or unwanted consequences forindividuals;

O B AIZx LT, BT 722n, PHILZRW, IFEE LS RWRERPH L0085

O creates embarrassment or other negative outcomes, including reputational damage; or

O YEAXIFMO~A T ADRR (R ELE L) 2o hmh; HDHWVIE

O involves the processing ofa wide range of personal data.
JRFAPRIC DT DN T — 2 OB EETeh E 9 D,

Ultimately, the test of ‘substantial effect’ is intended to ensure that supervisory authorities are only
required to co-operate formally through the GDPR’s consistency mechanism "where a supervisory
authority intends to adopt a measure intended to produce legal effects as regards processing
operations whichsubstantially affect a significant number ofdata subjects in several Member States”.
(Recital 135)

[FEA B RAET I ICHEET 200 E 9007 X O BIE, Sl BZix TEE R R 75,
BEE DN BFE 12 F5 17 S0 B D 7 — 5 T (RITK L CEE R EE S RIFE T IRIRIEE)I B
LT, BLHIZEEZz 6T 2L AELEAEE &5 2 &KL THOE5E5 ) (FI 7 135
) T, EBHBIA GDPR @ — B A N =X LZEE U CERICH T 5 2 & ORDBSLEIC
RHEDITTHZILETHD,



1.2 Lead supervisory authority.
1.2 BB

Put simply, a ‘lead supervisory authority’ is the authority with the primary responsibility for dealing
with a cross-border data processing activity, forexample when a data subject makes a complaint about
the processing ofhis or her personal data.

RIS X, TEEEEE) i3, 2237 =2 EERBE SOEAT—F OBk IZE
L CARIRFNE TE2T 25610, BERNT — Z BRIEE~OXHLIRE L CEERBELZ A D
BB TH D,

The lead supervisory authority will coordinate any investigation, involving other ‘concerned’
supervisory authorities.
TR EIL, fho TRAfR) BB ZE 0. HOWIMEIC OV TIHELTT I,

Identifying the lead supervisory authority depends on determining the location of the controller’s
‘main establishment’ or ‘single establishment’ in the EU. Article 56 ofthe GDPR says that:
FEEEHBIT, EUIRNICK T 2EHED [FE-2805) T THE—HULE] OFTESFT Ok
EWCESWTHESND, GDPREE 56 5%ICIE, U TFOL HICHESNA TN D ¢

- the supervisory authority of the main establishment or of the single establishment of the
controller orprocessor shall be competent to act as lead supervisory authority for the cross-
border processing carried out by that controller or processor in accordance with the
[cooperation] procedure provided in Article 60.

- BEEE X FHPEE D7 B AT K I H— DR DEEERIT, 60 RIZHE S
LB ) FAEEICU > T, L E P K IFAPEZ DT O BB 0 I T3 FEEF
W E L CIEE T SHERE 775,

1.3 Main establishment.
1.3 7388

Article 4(16) of the GDPR states that ‘main establishment’ means:
GDPR % 4 52 (16)IC L ALiE, TE7= 28 S F2E%wT 5 ¢

- asregardsa controller with establishmentsin more than one Member State, the place of its
central administrationin the Union, unless the decisions on the purposes and means of the

processing of personal data are takenin another establishmentofthe controller in the Union



21
2.1

and the latter establishment has the power to have such decisions implemented, in which
case the establishment having taken such decisions is to be considered to be the main
establishment;

HEE DN EEIZ S 51T 5 EHEIZR L Tit, EU DTS EE55FY (central
administration) 735 777E 7555055 0> 5, 7272, N T — DRk D B B9% FF
B DRIED, EU W ADEPLE DM DRI TITPI TE D M DR 73 4 7%
W RTEIZE T BHERE L T SLEEITIE, GRIEFTT O D, 72 S
EEhs,

as regardsa processor with establishmentsin more than one Member State, the place of its
central administration in the Union, or, if the processor has no central administration in the
Union, the establishment ofthe processor in the Union where the main processing activities
in the context of the activities of an establishment of the processor take place to the extent
that the processor is subject to specific obligations under this Regulation;

FELC DG 3 2 S MPEZIZ B L Tld, BU B DS B PRSP 17 E 75
BGHErE v 9, Xid, HPEE DY EU B IC 5 B PRSP & 172 700 a2 1T, PR
D3R BN 125D < FFIEDZEFITHRT S HFIPHIZ 350 T, SUPEE DRUIZ DiFBNIZ FIER L
e T B RIRIE B D774 5 EU S NDPEE D ALZ 500 5,

Steps to identify the lead supervisory authority
FEEHEERBFETHILDOORT VS

Identify the ‘main establishment’ for controllers

BEED [E-5HE] OBE

In order to establish where the main establishment is, it is firstly necessary to identify the central

administration of the data controller in the EU, if any.! The approach implied in the GDPR is that the

central administration in the EU is the place where decisions about the purposes and means of the

processing of personal data are taken and this place has the power to have such decisions implemented.
F 72 2 W ROPFESGTT A M ET H7-DI2IE, BU BN LICEBIT 57 — Z i BE ORHEE B
M (b L) ZRHETLIIENETLETH S, GDPR TRBINT 7 —Fi%, A
AT — & OO BEIE FEICET 2 EMTOR S 5N BU IS8T % Hida B

THY.

ZOGHNEDOREZFATSHEDLMHERZAT L0 bDTH D,

1 The GDPR is relevant for the EEA and will apply after its incorporation into the EEA Agreement. The GDPR is
currently under scrutiny for incorporation, see http://Amww.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679

GDPRIZEEA L BHEMEA &V | EEA Agreement{ZHH ZA E L7 ZIZEH S 41D, GDPRDMIAIAFZIZDUNT
IFHAERTT TH D, hitp:/iwww.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679 2 I

9


http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679
http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679
http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679
http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679
http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679
http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679
http://www.efta.int/eea-lex/32016R0679

The essence of the lead authority principle in the GDPR is that the supervision of crossborder
processing should be led by only onesupervisory authority in the EU. In cases where decisions relating
to different cross-border processing activities are taken within the EU central administration, there
will bea single lead supervisory authority forthe various data processing activities carried out by the
multinational company. However, there may be cases where an establishment otherthan the place of
central administration makes autonomous decisions concerning the purposesand means of a specific
processing activity. This means that there can be situations where more than one lead authority can be
identified, i.e. in cases where a multinational company decides to have separate decision making
centres, in different countries, for different processing activities.

GDPRIZFE W T, EEEMEOIFANCET 2 EEARA > ME, BUEEHROOEE S, BUIK
N 1 DOEEHE ORI L > TIT RO DZREL VW) Z & Th b, B2 DHEBOBEEN
WIS ENZ BT 2R ED BU O FAEE B ONE TIThiL 556 b ZEEEEHEIC L - TT
PN D& T — 2 PRI BT 5 FEEHBEITE—-TH D, bo L b, HAEE ML
SADOR D, FEEDOTIHIEEI O B & FRICBE L CHENRIEZIT O LA LHHTEA I,
INNERT 201, ZEFEEREN, RARDBIEBO720I12, R 5EICBWT, Blx D
BERERMM Z2E> Z L 2RET D X0 RGAEIZ, BEO EEERENREIND 256
NHDHENIZETHD,

It is worth recalling, that where a multinational company centralises all the decisions relating to the
purposes and means of processing activities in one of its establishments in the EU (and that
establishment has the power to implement such decisions), only one lead supervisory authority will be
identified for the multinational.

ZEFEREN, BHIEEO A K OFERICEA T 5T N TORE ZEUERN O — D> ORI
HFLEHE TV DG (2 L THILENEOWRTEZ FATT DHEREZ AT 256) 1T, 0%
[ 58 2 25 I IME— D BB SFFE SN D 2 LT D Z T AREICET D,

In these situations it will be essential for companies to identify precisely where the decisions on
purpose and means of processing are taken. Correct identification of the main establishment is in the
interests of controllers and processors because it provides clarity in terms of which supervisory
authority they have to deal with in respect oftheir various compliance duties under the GDPR. These
may include, where relevant, designating a data protection officer or consulting for a risky processing
activity that the controller cannot mitigate by reasonable means. The relevant provisions of the GDPR
are intended to make these compliance tasks manageable.

O X RBUTE N TR, e LTI BV O B E FERICOWTOWRENTOI D
G EMEICRET DI EDNEBETH D, - HMEZ EMIZRET 52 &%, BHEE LA
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HEDORIEIZR D, RERG, ZTAIZED . FHE LUBE ) GDPR IZBIT Hfkx e
TIAT AEBICEHL TRV LTIE e S e W EEEBEIN IR 5005 Th .
INDITIE BARICE TR, T— XL 7 4 V— O T EHEE NS T X
S TIFBPH T X 2RWER 2 BERIEENZ DWW T OB E £ X 9, GDPR O BIEHLE D B Y
F. ThboDarFIA4T U AEBEZFETTELLICTLHI L THD.

The examples below illustrate this:
UTIXZofRTHS

Example 1: A food retailer has its headquarters (i.e. its ‘place of central administration’) in Rotterdam,
Netherlands. It has establishments in various other EU countries, which are in contact with individuals
there. All establishments make use of the same software to process consumers’ personal data for
marketing purposes. All the decisions about the purposes and means of the processing of consu mers’
personal data for marketing purposesare taken within its Rotterdam headquarters. This means that the
company’s lead supervisory authority for this cross border processing activity is the Netherlands
supervisory authority.

Bl 1: ENEEEN, AT X0y T AENIEORT (Tihbbzo [HiEEHEMN
DFFT) ZH LTS, R, okks 72 EUGEEICHEZA L TEY ., Sl
FEUMETCTHEANLESRD DL, 2 TOWRIX, ~—F 7T 1 7 B THEEOBAT —4
RO =D, ALY 7 by =T EZFHAL TS, ~—F 7 4 7 BRIZE S HEH D
EANT —Z2OBHFNOEHE FEACET 2 H 0w L REIL, Fthor v 7/ E AR TIT
LTV o, ZHud, 2 OBSEIIEEN 3 5 R0 BN A T o Z OREKE T
b LEEWT 5,

Example 2: A bank has its corporate headquarters in Frankfurt, and all? its banking processing
activities are organised from there, but its insurance department is located in Vienna. If the
establishment in Vienna has the power to decide on all insurance data processing activity and to
implement these decisions forthe whole EU, then as foreseen in Art 4(16) of the GDPR, the Austrian
supervisory authority would be the lead authority in respect of the cross border processing of personal
data for insurance purposes, and the German authorities (Hessen supervisory authority) would

supervise the processing of personal data for banking purposes, wherever the clients are located.3

2 In the context of processing personal data for banking purposes, we recognise that are many different processing
activitiesinvolvedin this. However, to simplify matters, we address all of them as a single purpose. The same is true
of processing done for insurance purposes.

SATIRE HAIDT2D DA T — 2 B TlE, B < O R MEIEEN Z JITEENDH72A 9 3, fE
WAL T D70, TNOOBMIEEHIECIHHEOEMEAET 20 L LT D, B NOBERIEEIC
DT HEERTH D,

3 It should be recalled also that the GDPR provides for the possibility of local oversight in specific cases. See Recital
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Bl 2: RITH, 777 7N MIESHARTEZALTEY ., £ORT2OHITRIRIEENCE T
LRI LEINEHEELNTWVDN, ZOHRBREMILY 4 —12d D, U 14— ORLED,
2T OBRRT — & BERIEENC DWW CTHRIE L, 2 EU N O 72 12 434 E & F4T T D HER &
AT DD THIIE GDPRH 45:(16)0 56 TR TE 2 L2 RO ESIT & 13BR 7R < |
F—A NV T OBEERBN, REE O D OEN T — % OSBRI BT 25 B
BICREYTHTHAI L, A VOB (~y & U BEHE) 23, S4THMOTZDOEAT
—Z DORPNZEETLTHA I 3,

2.1.1  Criteria for identifying a controller’s main establishment in cases where it is not the
place of its central administration in the EU.

211 EEEO UBANOREEEFMANERL WA TRVEEIC, ELDIURERHET
B DEYE

Recital 36 of the GDPR is useful in clarifying the main factor that shall be used to determine a
controller’s main establishment if the criterion of the central administration does not apply. This
involves identifying where the effective and real exercise of management activities, that determine the
main decisions as to the purposes and means of processing through stable arrangements, takes place.
Recital 36 also clarifies that “the presence and use oftechnical means and technologies for processing
personal data or processing activities do not, in themselves, constitute a main establishment and are
therefore not determining criteria for a main establishment”.

AR E B OEER HTIIE L RWEE, BHEOE M S ZHEET 5 DIZ GDPR Hi
XHIHEHPAMTH D, T ZI2iF, ZEMRMMEAZEB L THRRWO B E FERIZETS
FERREZT O, A THENREREE) 2 R1TT 20O ENTEND, I B
X, MEANT —% OB XUXBRIEEB O 72 O O AN e FBE R O T 7 ) v ¥ — ORIl
IR, ENEAERT, ELL2WREHERT DO TR, LEER-> T, ELDMWmD
FIWTEEIC L2670, | EBHREL T,

(127): “Each supervisory authority not acting as the lead supervisory authority should be competentto handle local
cases where the controller or processor is established in more than one Member State, but the subject matter of the
specific processing concerns only processing carried out in a single Member State and involves only data subjects in
that single Member State, for example, where the subject matter concerns the processing of employees' personal data
in the specific employment context of a Member State.” T his principle means that the supervision of HR data connected
to local employment context could fall to several supervisory authorities.

GDPRA, FED T —AZBIT 20— IV REEOREEICOVWTHEZ L TWDH LW ZEICLHEET
HRETHD, MUEI2THEZBR . [ZEEME L L TEEL TR FELHREIL, BHEE XGOS
DPHEBDNBEICH S EH LT BHE, L, 72E2IZTABEDPNBEIZ 517 3 45E DEHIZE TS #
HE DN 7 =5 DIRF O IZBIR L TS BED L 518, FFEDIRR DIVED, H— D EIZ B0 T
ETENBRIEIZONTOLLGFL T, BFHE—DYBEIZEIT 87 —FFEE LPFA THORNEG
BICFB 0 T, B =R RERIZONTHILT SHEREF TS, ) Z OFAINERT 201E, m—I Ve
IR LI AT — 2 OB %, HEOBEBERENTI ZLnHV 5L w5 2L ThD,
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The data controller itself identifies where its main establishment is and therefore which supervisory
authority is its lead authority. However, this can be challenged by the respective supervisory authority
concerned afterwards.

T2 EHEAEN, FOELLWENE ZITH D), Teb b EOBERED A 1B B R
ThOHMNERET D, LnL, ZHRIZHOWTIE, BRT 28 EEHRENFRICEBZLZBRD
ZENTEDL,

The factors below are useful for determining the location of a controller’s main establishment,
according to the terms of the GDPR, in cases where it is notthe location of its central administration
in the EU.

GDPRIZ L AviT. BU N O R E BE M OB Er 2V BEE O 72 2 MR O TRV &
I, BHEOE I DWE O EZRET D7D, U FOERERFT 52 LRNHEHATH
%o

O Where are decisions about the purposes and means of the processing given final ‘sign off’?

O W\ o> AR & FRUCET D RcAr 72 THBIRIE] 12, £ 2 TIThbndh?

O Where are decisions about business activities that involve data processing made?

O 7 — BV EZELHREFIHOVTOREIX, EITRENDIN?

O Where does the power to have decisions implemented effectively lie?

O REZAMIETT HHRIT., EZITHLN?

O Where is the Director (or Directors) with overall management responsibility for the cross
border processing located?

O BUBE U S BIY B 2 fkM /BB BT A 2 5 B CUIRALD) 1E, & ICHHE
LTWD0n?

O Where s the controller or processor registered as acompany, if in a single territory?

O — ODOHIKIZH 2% AE. BHFE UM EIL, E2Tofhe LTREINTVD
2

Note that this is not an exhaustive list. Other factors may be relevant depending on the controller or
processing activity in question. If a supervisory authority has reasons to doubt that the establishment
identified by the controller is in reality the main establishment for the purposes of the GDPR, it can —
of course —require the controller to provide the additional information necessary forit to prove where
its main establishmentis located.

FRRIFMEER 22 U A D TR WAICIIEE Sy, J5 & 72 28 HE AT RIEEIC

- Tid, MOERPEET 2560855, &HEDRE LIRS ERIZIT GDPR @EE’J
2B L TCTEREDMGITEET 20OV TEERRE 2 S B2 H 555121, BEHE
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CERN S BHEIH L, TOETZ DR E ZITFIET D 0T O W TEBEE HVER
T L1 DICHERBINERORMEEZRD D Z LNTE D,

2.1.2 Groups of undertakings.
212 EEIN—-T

Where processing is carried out by a group of undertakings that has its headquarters in the EU, the
establishment of the undertaking with overall control is presumed to be the decision-making center
relating to the processing of personal data, and will therefore be considered to be the main
establishment for the group, except where decisions about the purposes and means of processing are
taken by anotherestablishment. The parent, or operational headquarters ofthe group of undertakings
in the EU, is likely to be the main establishment, because that would be the place of its central
administration.

EU BN I A 2 < ARZE 7 NV — T BER N 21T 2 58, B Vo B L FEIZOWTOHR
ERNOHFRNZ L > TRENDHEZRE | RERNRER LT O BEOWSD, AT —4
DIRBNCETLIERREE X — e HESN o T INV—TDEILMWETHLEE
ZONE I, BUICKIT DB IIEHET NV —T OEBARBIL, HIEEHBMO%H Ch
AHOIB, ELDHRRE 2D AREMENE W,

The reference in the definition to the place of a controller’s central administration works well for
organisations that have a centralised decision-making headquarters and branch-type structure. In such
cases itis clear that the powerto make decisions about cross-border data processing, and to have them
carried out, lies within the company’s headquarters. In such cases, determining the location of the
main establishment — and therefore which supervisory authority is the lead supervisory authority - is
straightforward. However, the decision systemofgroup of companies could be more complex, giving
independent making powers relating to cross border processing to different establishments. The
criteria set out above should help groups of undertakings to identify their main establishment.
ERRJEIRIT D, FHEORHEBRBM OGN OV TOXE I, Hifh S o EREAR
& SERIE A AT AMBOG AT IS TUIES, 2D LD fotff%/m\ BEERY 7 — & HL
WM DOWT OIRE ZATV, BRI EZ EITT DERPZHEOKRTICH D Z L 1TH %75%“
bb, ZOXIeYE . F W AOFTER, L7z T, OB R EHKEIC
BT LD BETLHLZEIFELSTHD, Lo, BEEHRWICES 57 Lf:ﬂ%ﬂ&%ﬁﬁfer
RRDEROWRIT 2R DEEIN—TOREBIRE AT L TE, KOVEHERLOTHY
25, FRLTRINTEEL BEIN—TNELLIMEEZRETLHFMTERLLOTH
%o
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2.1.3 Joint data controllers
213 H{RTF—FEHEHE

The GDPR does not specifically deal with the issue of designating a lead authority where two or more
controllers established in the EU jointly determine the purposes and means of processing — i.e. joint
controllers. Article 26(1) and Recital 79 make it clear thatin joint controller situations, the controllers
shall in a transparent manner determine their respective responsibilities for compliance with their
obligations underthe Regulation. In order, therefore, to benefit from the one-stop-shop principle, the
joint controllers should designate (among the establishments where decisions are taken) which
establishment ofthe joint controllers will have the powerto implement decisions about the processing
with respect to all joint controllers. This establishment will then be considered to be the main
establishment for the processing carried out in the joint controller situation. The arrangement of the
joint controllers is without prejudice to the liability rules provided in the GDPR, in particular in Article
82(4).
GDPR %, EUIKAN @ 2 0L L& BEE LR L CTHHRW O BB R O FEEZRET 256 (T
bbb, EFEEHEE) OFEEEBEAOIEEDMBEICOWTIE, FIXHELTW2RY, § 26
FOK ORISR T9HIL, EFEHE O G, € OFHEAIL, GDPRIZHE S 7o D
SR D KA DB OET ERAME S > TIRET REZ L EPMEIZL TN D, LEEB-> T,
TR Ny vayZFANCBIT 2 REZZIT 5720, LFEEBEEIT, QREIMTHOIHHL
ROHNG) LFEEHEOWTNOREL, T XTOLRFHREIZET 2B WIZONTO
WIE % BATT DMEREAT D LICRDDERETNE ThH D, HHE SN ZORLEIE
HEEHE DO T TITONABRIEWICBIT L2 MR E Bl InbH 2 ilhAhrH,
] & B OBk 1%, GDPR D FJALICET 51—/, L0 biF, 5§ 82 S @DHEFZ 15T %
H DT,

2.2 Borderline cases
22 R—F—F4 VHEH

There will be borderline and complex situations where itis difficult to identify the main establishment
or to determine where decisions about data processing are taken. This might be the case where there
is cross-border processing activity and the controller is established in several Member States, but there
is no central administration in the EU and none of the EU establishments are taking decisions about
the processing (i.e. decisions are taken exclusively outside ofthe EU).
T DL ORE, UTT — Z BUROIZ DWW T OWRES AT OHIB A R 87 e R — & —
74 ‘/‘ﬂib‘i’ﬁ\f@*’”é 7o & 20X, SRR E N Th TR Y | HHE D EEOMREN
REAFALTWDA, EU BN ICHFEE BRE MRS, SRRV T BU IR
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DO EDOIE L BRI EEZIT o TR (Thbb, Ho1EH EUBSNTHENTTHOI TV D)
LR TH D,

In the case above, the company carrying out cross border processing may be keen to be regulated by
a lead authority to benefit from the one-stop-shop principle. However, the GDPR does not provide a
solution for situations like this. In these circumstances, the company should designate the
establishment that has the authority to implement decisions about the processing activity and to take
liability for the processing, including having sufficient assets, as its main establishment. If the
company does not designate a main establishment in this way, it will not be possible to designate a
lead authority. Supervisory authorities will always be able to investigate further where this is
appropriate.

ZO XD REEICE BRI EITo TW AR, YA by T v a v AN L DR
BEZF57oic, FEEHBICL2ERZMRIKD L0 LAy, LirL, GDPRIZZ
D KD NTIRBUT O W T OfRRAZHE L TV, 20X 5 RSBV T, 2tiE, 20 E
2D & L THRBIEINICOWTOWREELFAT L, BIEWITHT 285 EZA D (TR EE
EROZLEGT) HIREZATOWREZHEETNETHL, SN DL I REL 8%
FRE L2 WIEEBITIE, FEERBEZIEET 2 2 LidT& e, EHEEREIL. NEREGA.
WOTHSBIZHETLIZ ENTE D,

The GDPR does not permit ‘forum shopping’. Ifa company claims to haveits main establishment in
one Member State, but no effective and real exercise of management activity or decision making over
the processing of personal data takes place there, the relevant supervisory authorities (or ultimately
EDPB) will decide which supervisory authority is the ‘lead’, using objective criteria and looking at
the evidence. The process of determining where the main establishment is may require active inquiry
and co-operation by the supervisory authorities. Conclusions cannot be based solely on statements by
the organisation under review. The burden of proof ultimately falls on controllers and processors to
demonstrate to the relevant supervisory authorities where the relevant processing decisions are taken
and where there is the powerto implement such decisions. Effective records of data processing activity
would help both organisations and supervisory authorities to determine the lead authority. The lead
supervisory authority, or concerned authorities, can rebut the controller’s analysis based on an
objective examination of the relevant facts, requesting further information where required.

GDPR %, 74 —TF & « >3 v ¥ (forumshopping) | Z#FA L TV RV, SfENRZD
Tl MAEMBED 1 SOFIZHELTND EFRLTNDIHET, Lo LAERDRERLE
OEBIEE X IXMEN T — X ORHFNIZ OV TOREEREN Z 2 Tifrbiv T ent & B
Y5 BEHERY CUTEAAIIZIE EDPB (GRIE : BN T — 2 R Z B R)) 7, L OREEHE
B T ) BEVEBEEATH 2002 oW T, BRI R B EZ T U CREMLZ RRGT LRI 217 5,
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FEDIWEOBFHN EZTH D 0EHWT 57 vt 2BV T, BB /2 E
WM& O B MEL 72D Th A, LE 22— L 2o TWHMEMOFIIZIETESNT
fEma Tz s TE Ry, BET 2V OV TORENITOIN TS Z & KDY %
W8 & RATT HHERRM 8 5 2 L 122 C, BB ETE R BIIC 03 5 S ik O 70 G (T 0T, &8
FEABENA S, FHE LWUHEFIX, £ T —FREWICOWTOWRENEEEITIT DI,
WBHIRENFEITENTODEINICOWNWTORT ZENTERTRIER SR, T — & BiEE
AN BROYICEERT D Z L 1E, Mk S BRI ORTIT L - T, EEBEE AR ET DT &
7%, FETE BB SO BIER X, MBS AICIIE e A WA R L, BT 5
DEBAIRHEICESE, BHEOGIIIKGRT 22 ENTE 5,

In some cases the relevant supervisory authorities will ask the controller to provide clear evidence, in
line with any EDPB guidelines, of where its main establishment is, or where decisions about a
particular data processing activity are taken. This evidence will be given due weight and the
supervisory authorities involved will co-operate to decide which one of them will take the lead in
investigations. Such cases will only be referred to the EDPB for a decision under Article 65(1)(b)
where supervisory authorities have conflicting views in terms of identifying the lead supervisory
authority. However, in most cases, we expect that the relevant supervisory authorities will be able to
agree a mutually satisfactory course ofaction.
BAE L 72 BB ERERRIT. LA IC ko Tk, BEEITH L, E WA EZIi2hH D0, X
FiE DT — 2 BARIEENZ D W TOWREN E Z TITHOIL TN DDV T, EDPB A KZ A
eV, B AZRGEIL A TR T D K D koD D M ELREMLZ 30 U] A AEHUIE 23 5- 2 4, B
U7 R BB BRI . S oBE R 2SI 12T D FERE RIS 72 2 T oW Tk
DO IT 5, FEEREALZEET 2ITY2Y | BEEBEOM TREDXLE & D56
GDPR #5 65 & (1)(0)IC vy, EDPB DHIWIIC kD2 b b/d, LarL, 1FLALOBHAIE,
B U 7o BEEHEBIIZ, BWVITGTE 2 L) RITENGEHCRE TE 5 TH A D,

2.3 Processor

23 WEE

GDPR also offers the one-stop-shopsystemfor the benefit of data processors that are subject to GDPR
and have establishments in more than one Member State.

GDPR |3 ¥ 72, GDPRIZHE » THEEBOMBEENICA 2 HT 57 —ZWHEIZHLTV A by
Tva T VAT AEREL TV S,

Article 4(16)(b) of the GDPR states that the processor’s main establishment will be the place of the

central administration ofthe processorin the EU or, if there is no central administration in the EU, the
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establishmentin the EU where the main processing (processor) activities take place.

GDPR % 4 Z:(16)(b)IC L ALiE. EEHE O E7- 2R L7225 DIE, EU N OMLIRE Ok
EEE M OB, T, BURNICHAEE AR AR LW a1, HE el (L
HEO) HEEN TS EUN ORLSDOSHTCH 5,

However, according to Recital 36, in cases involving both controller and processor, the competent
lead supervisory authority should be the lead supervisory authority forthe controller. In this situation,
the supervisory authority of the processor will be a ‘supervisory authority concerned’ and should
participate in the cooperation procedure. This rule will only apply where the controller is established
in the EU. In cases when controllers are subject to the GDPR on the basis of Art 3(2), they will not be
subject to the one stop shop mechanism. A processor may provide services to multiple controllers
located in different Member States — for example, a large cloud-service provider. In such cases, the
lead supervisory authority will be the supervisory authority that is competent to act as lead for the
controller. In effect, this means a processor may have to deal with multiple supervisory authorities.
L2y U, BiFSCER 36 THIZ JAuiE, B & s o7 B 5555 128V Tid, HERRD
b 5 LR, FHEOHEEHE TRINER L2, ZORIIZE N T, LHE DO
BB I FB@H:EBE‘%%F%J LRV MAOFRICSINT HX&EThDH, ZON—LiT, FHE
N EUBNICHL R 2 AT 558 ICoBREH IS5, BEF A, GDPREH 35 £ Y GDPR
D &5 7‘6%’5\ BHEIZIIV A Ry T va v =X A Shien, filx
L KBS 0 K- - B RRUEF 2 & BRI, Eefotof:buﬁﬁﬁ ENCFHET 2B DE
HEICK L — A2 RMT 5000 LRV, 205G, EEEEEIT, EHE I LEE
B L LTTE T 2MREZ AT 2BEREL 2255, Thid, FFE L QHEITEE O
BB KR L2 UE e 57220t Ll W2 E 2R L TS,

3. Otherrelevantissues

3. fhooBERME

3.1 The role of the ‘supervisory authority concerned’

31  TEAfRETEHEBE) O&E

GDPR Article 4(22) says that the:
GDPR# 45:(22)i%. LTO XS ITHEL TS -

‘supervisory authority concerned’ means a supervisory authority which is concerned by the
processing of personal data because: (a) the controller or processor is established on the
territory of the Member State of that supervisory authority; (b) data subjects residing in the

Member State of that supervisory authority are substantially affected or likely to be
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substantially affected by the processing; or (c) a complaint has been lodged with that

supervisory authority.

TR EZERES ) EId, LLF DT DFAIZL YD, N T —F DIRR N R T

SEE R Z D,

(a) BB RITMPEE 3, 243 B 15 e DN B [ DI e P I R & L TS,

(b) 2B 7, 2k BRI DN [FIZ TS 7 — % THEICH LT EEA %
FEZ RITL TS KIZTEEHH) 57 EE R IE T A REVED E s

(¢) BB HEBICK L CTRRFL THZ S TY 3,

The concept of a concerned supervisory authority is meant to ensure that the ‘lead authority’ model
does not prevent other supervisory authorities having a say in how a matter is dealt with when, for
example, individuals residing outside the lead authority’s jurisdiction are substantially affected by a
data processing activity. In terms of factor (a) above, the same considerations as foridentifying a lead
authority apply. Note that in (b) the data subject must merely reside in the Member State in question;
he or she does not have to be a citizen of that state. It will generally be easy —in (c) to determine —as
a matter of fact — whethera particular supervisory authority has received a complaint.

BIREEE BB BT, 7o & 2T 7 — F BURIEE 2Y FRE B o i g M R L T
DA NIk L CTREMZREE L RF T L &1, BEEEN &0 X5 ITHISZ1T I 2NZon
THEMEZAT LI L% TEHEERE €7 VI koTiEINBRVWE ST HEDDHD
Tho, Ei@ICELTIE, EEEREOREICKIT S0 LR UEEMTbIS, Litb)
IZHOWTIHE, 77— ERITYZNMEERICFEFEL TV LT TRnEn s Z icEEsNL
WV, $abb, MEET — X BRI, YHINHEOTERMEEZF TV LLET RO THD, L
FRENZ DWW THIBTT 5 2 L id, EBEMEE LT BRMICES TH Y | FrE OB L
TARREAENLTRZRINTZNE DM LD,

Avrticle 56, paragraphs (2) and (5) of the GDPR provide for a concerned supervisory authority to take
a role in dealing with a case without being the lead supervisory authority. When a lead supervisory
authority decides not to handle a case, the concerned s upervisory authority thatinformed the lead shall
handle it. This is in accordance with the procedures in Article 61 (Mutual assistance) and Article 62
(Joint operations of supervisory authorities) of the GDPR. This might be the case where a marketing
company with its main establishment in Paris launches a product that only affects data subjects
residing in Portugal. In such a case the French and Portuguese supervisory authorities might agree that
it is appropriate for the Portuguese supervisory authority to take the lead in dealing with the matter.
Supervisory authorities may request that data controllers provide input in terms of clarifying their
corporate arrangements. Given that the processing activity hasa purely local effect —i.e. on individuals

in Portugal — the French and Portuguese supervisory authorities have the discretion to decide which
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supervisory authority should deal with the matter — in accordance with Recital 127.

GDPR %5 56 5c (2} INB) 1%, T BE B HE B 1Tl W%ﬁf$$’ﬁ%¢é“%%ﬁ5%@%§%
BIZOWTOHETH D, EEEHENERIZOVWTEEDLRWT &2 RE LTSS, £
BRI @ L 7= BIMREE B BB 28 2 41 ﬂﬂ?émﬁf%émjliGmR@%m%dﬁ
H) LHe25 (BEMBEOILFEER) ICRESHEFRE IR TEbDOTHD, Zh
F72 & X N VICEZDWRE OV —T T 4 VT2, AV S INVEET 27 —4
FARIZKRE LT OREEE KT M 2T I H TGRS T 206 Lk, Zok9
BRGEIIE, 7 T U AOEEEE & ARV N T OBERBIX, AL N O BB B
BRI & L CHERBISHLT 2008 @EY TH 5 EGET 50 Lty BEREIX, 7—%
FHE KL, BT 2EAOREZAMRICT 285800, [FREIMIRL1T KOoTEHE T2 2
EBRTE D, BRRIEE R BIC 0 — I BT 5, TR B AR FHVOME NI L TDH
WEZ RIFTOTHII, 77 ZAOBEERERE & ARV N7 O BEREBRIE, AiSCE 127 511
o T, WTNOEEHBEANERITHLT RENEZIRET LR EELHT D,

The GDPR requires lead and concerned supervisory authorities to co-operate, with due respect for
each other’s views, to ensure a matter is investigated and resolved to each authority’s satisfaction —
and with an effective remedy for data subjects. Supervisory authorities should endeavour to reach a
mutually acceptable course of action. The formal consistency mechanism should only be invoked
where co-operation does not reach a mutually acceptable outcome.

GDPR 3., = BB B M O BIMREE BB L. AW SR 2 @I B L >, AR
M TE DL, D, T—FEERITE > THRIBRRGE 2 5200, FRELFAE LR
TLHZ L EMRT DO T D2 L 2RO TWND, BEHBIL, FHAL :%‘ET‘% HATH)
H#EGETELLIBOLIANETHD, ML THHAEICHAETE DMRITEL RV
Bl DOH, EXR—EMA D= LE2FHTHREXTH D,

The mutual acceptance of decisions can apply to substantive conclusions, but also to the course of
action decided upon, including enforcement activity (e.g. full investigation or an investigation with
limited scope). It can also apply to a decision not to handle a case in accordance with GDPR, for
example because ofa formal policy of prioritisation, or because there are other concerned authorities
as described above.

FEBAZZ T AN O IICRGE 1F, FFER MMM e U CEH T A, $UTIEE) (72 & 2L, 58
BIRFHA D, )UTR N FFHOFED)) 250 ATHFHOREICHEH SN D, S HIT,
WHK%HAM%&R%EM&WRK&ofﬁbﬁbﬂﬁw$$Z BHEINS2DTH
2T, 72 & ZFBRMEALIZHO N TO AR HEIT X 256 L 0 X 5 (Tl o> BILREE#
BNFIET 2 EORBIC L5802 ERH 5,
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The development of consensus and good will between supervisory authorities is essential to the
success ofthe GDPR’s cooperation and consistency process.

HEEREOMTa e AL EHREE 22 LI1E.GDPRICKEIT D) L —EET rE
A DDA FIR T D,

3.2 Local processing.
32 Br—ANVEHEW

Local data processing activity does not fall within the GDPR’s cooperation and consistency provisions.
Supervisory authorities will respect each other’s competence to deal with local data processing activity
on a local basis. Processing carried out by public authorities will always be dealt with on a ‘local’
basis too.

2= T2 A& EE, GDPR D /) « —BEMEMEDOXRIT/A 5 b O Tidan, EE
BB, v — A LHEHE (localbasis) (25 0 v —Hv « 77— & BURISENZ HL ™ 5 BV OHERR
ARET D5, KBS X > TITbh D Bk b | B Te—Db ) BBEICE ST s
ns,

3.3 Companies not established within the EU.
33 BUBRNICHLRZH & 2vatt

The GDPR’s cooperation and consistency mechanismonly applies to controllers with an establishment,
or establishments, within the European Union. If the company does not have an establishmentin the
EU, the mere presence of a representative in a Member State does not trigger the one-stop-shop system
This means that controllers without any establishment in the EU must deal with local supervisory
authorities in every Member State they are active in, through their local representative.

GDPR D fi /) + —EMEA T = X 23, EUINIC =D IR OILE 2 H T 58 HEITHON
TORHBEMEND D TH D, 2 EUBNICILE 2/ S 20W5E, IMREO 1218
ABNWDBIEFTIE, VoA by T vayr s VAT AIHEA SRR, 202 81X, Bk
WICHLE 28 S RWEEF X, BONEE L TW A& IR EICRE W T, BB 2@ U T
B OBEEE VI Lt blenwZ L 2B 5,

Done in Brussels,on 13 December 2016

For the Working Party,

The Chairwoman
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Isabelle FALQUE-PIERROTIN

As last revised and adopted on 05 April 2017

For the Working Party

The Chairwoman
Isabelle FALQUE-PIERROTIN
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2.

ANNEX - Questions to guide the identification of the lead supervisory authority
ek - FEERBELKET D D0 &5 HEM

1. Is the controlleror processor carrying out the cross-border processing of personal data?

1. FEEBXILBEEZIEAT —F OBREBRNEETLTNDH?

a. Yes, if:
the controller or processor is established in more than one Member State and

the processing of personal data takes place in the context of the activities of establishments in
more than one Member State.

a WOBESIZEITLTND,
BHE T E RN — DL Lo MR EICIL S ZH L T DS
&l N7 — % OB —LL EORS OIEENCEE L CTiTh 556

> Inthis case, go to section 2.

ZOEE. B a2t

b. Yes, if:
the processing of personal data takes place in the context of the activities of a data controller
or processor’s single establishment in the Union, but:

substantially affects oris likely to substantially affect individuals in more than one Member
State.

b. ROLGEIZFITL TN D,
ENT — & OB WA, 7 — & FHEE X TAEEE 0 EU N O B — O LR OIEENIC
B L Tt o6, L,
— Ll EoMBEEOMEANCEKRREEL G 25 X35 25 A eER WIS

In this case, the lead authority is the authority for the controller or processor’s single
establishment in a single Member State. This must — by logic - be the controller or
processor’s main establishment becauseitis its only establishment.

> ZoORA. EEEREIT. H-oMEEICS L8 EE SUTLHEE O FH—OHLRIC
DWTOEBEETH D, Tt WIS, BEE XITIE O —>DOPHR T
b5 Enn, BEE TNEEOF HP A TRITHIETRE R0,

How to identify the ‘lead supervisory authority’
ED X5 TEEEHE 28ET 22
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a. Inacaseinvolvingonly a controller:
a BHHEOHANEGEENDIHGE

Identify the controller’s place of central administration in the EU;
FHE O BUBAN TS D6 & B OS5 & FrE 7 5,

The supervisory authority of the country where the place of central administration

is located is the controller’s lead authority.
A& B P OBAT S & 5 [E OB, EHEOTEEMMETH D,

However:

LarL.

If decisions on the purposes and means of the processing are taken in another
establishment in the EU, and that establishment has the power to implement those
decisions, then the lead authority is the one located in the country where this

establishmentis.

B\ o B E FBICEET 2 UED EU O BIOHLE TITHhN TV DA T,
ZOPWRNZ N DR EEFITT HHEREZA L TV DA, EEERES
XM FZI SRS LEOEEKE S 72D,

b.  Inacaseinvolving acontroller and a processor:
b.  EHAE LWHEOTT G LeHE

Check if the controller is established in the EU and subject to the one-stop-shop
system. If so,

Identify the lead Supervisory authority of the controller. This authority will also be
the lead supervisory authority for the processor.

The (non-lead) supervisory authority competent for the processor will be a
‘concerned authority’-see 3 below.
BEFHENEUBNICIAEEZR L, VYA Ny P ya v 7 - VAT KITHED H
EI'naeTFoy /35, WAEAL, BHTELHE,

HEE O LR R ET 5, LKETE RIS, AR o FREVEHE L L
THIKEET D,
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ii. MEREICR U CHERR 2 A 5 (BRI T2ow) BUEHERIIE. BIMRETE
BB LD, UTDO3IZM,

c. In a caseinvolving only a processor:
c. WHEFZE LT E2E0HEE

i Identify the processor’s place of central administration in the EU;

i If the processor has no central administration in the EU, identify the establishment
in the EU where the main processing activities ofthe processor take place

i. EU 123 1T 2 WP O E BRI OGS 2 8 ET %,

i EU IZ AL B O S8 BRI 23 20 W B 13, MR o T B2 R IR B 208
T T\d BUIN OILE Z FiEd 5,

d. In a case involving joint controllers:
d HkREHREEZHA

i. Check if the joint controllers are established in the EU.
i Uiz LFREBHREN BUBNIC SR Z BT L20F = v 735,

ii. Designate among the establishments where decisions on the purposes and means
of the processing are taken the establishment which has the power to implement
these decisions with respect to all joint controllers. This establishment will then be
considered to be the main establishment for the processing carried out by the joint
controllers. The lead authority is the one located in the country where this
establishmentis.

ii. WAL WO B R OFEE 2 RET DR OF G| T TORFEE IS
WL ZNDDIRELFETTOHREAT IS LIRET D, ORI,
WEL AL REBE DT O BHIE B O £/ 2R & A7 Sivd 5, EEEHER
X, ZOWERHLEOEEHKEL D,

3.  Are there any ‘concerned supervisory authorities’?

3. TBIfRETEMEE) 3HFET L0

An authority is a ‘concerned authority’:
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when the controller or processorhas an establishment on its territory, or:
when data subjects onits territory are substantially affected or likely to be substantially affected
by the processing, or:

when a complaint is received by a particular authority.

b L BEERBEITROLE TBREEKE) & 2d,
BB B B O B E M PN L A B SRS O LR MFET D5 6. T
BB BE O S M D 7 — & TR MRER T K D EEN R e T D H LS
TEE R EEZT DA EENEWEE. X
i i€ O BB FEBA DS AR B 3L 2 2 B L 725
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